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IX.—On the Bullfinches of Siberia and Japan. 
By Henry Srresonm. 


In 1871 (Journ. f. Orn. p. 318) Cabanis described anew species 
of Bullfinch from Lake Baikal; in 1872 (Journ.f. Orn. p. 316) 
he named it Pyrrhula cineracea, and in 1874 (Journ. f. Orn. 
pl. i.) he figured the male and female. There is a great deal 
of white on the wing-bar of this bird, but the cheeks and 
ear-coverts are very grey. In 1876 Mr. Dresser, in his ‘ Birds 
of Europe’ (iv. p. 100), devoted a paragraph to the new 
species, containing a brief diagnosis and a survey of its range. 
Ile appears to have examined several skins—one from Dauria, 
which he informs us was in his own collection, and several, 
which he states were from Japan, in the Swinhoe collection. 
There are, however, no skins of this species in the Swinhoe 
collection from Japan, nor has any collector obtained it from 
any of the Japanese islands! Mr. Dresser’s further statement 
that the Japanese skins “are as a rule a little more dull in 
general coloration than those from Siberia,” though not 
strictly accurate if applied to the four females of Pyrrhula 
rosacea from Yesso in the Swinhoe collection, is evidently 
intended to apply to them. Compared with females of 
P. cineracea they are not “as a rule” but invariably, not 
“a little more” but very much browner both on the upper 
and underparts. The statement that “the male resembles 
the female, but is much clearer grey on the upper as well 
as on the underparts” also favours the assumption that 
the remarks apply to females of P. rosacea, as true females 
of P. cineracea are scarcely less grey than males on the 
upper parts, but are absolutely brown, instead of grey, on 
the underparts. The assertion that the female of P. cine- 
racea “ very closely resembles the female of Pyrrhula major, 
differing only in having the outer web of the imnermost 
primary (no donbt a misprint for secondary) grey and not 
red,” somewhat increases the difficulty. In the first place 
the females of P. major are as often without the red as 
with it; and in the second place females of P. major are 
almost always distinguishable from females of P. cineracea 
by the much greater amount of brown on their mantles, and 
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generally from females of P. rosacea by the much less amount. 
Under all cireumstances we may, however, erase the specics 
P. cineracea from the list of Japanese birds. 

Pyrrhula rosacea appears to be a good species, confined to 
the island of Yesso and the opposite coast of the mainland, 
whilst P. orientalis is found only on the other Japanese 
islands. My. Sharpe has separated the Kurile Island birds 
as P. kurilensis. They are unquestionably much paler, but 
further investigation is almost sure to lead to the discovery 
of intermediate forms, and I have not the least doubt that 
both species will be ultimately reduced to the rank of sub- 
species, and will stand as Pyrrhula orientalis rosacea and 
Pyrrhula orientalis kurilensis respectively. 

If the same rules be applied to P. cineracea, it must also 
be divided into two forms. ‘The typical form from Dauria 
(Krasnoyarsk, Lake Baikal, and Onon River) has a great deal 
of white on the wing-bar, and noue on the sides of the head. 
Examples from the Altai Mountains and from the valley of 
the Ussuri, on the other hand, have the wing-bar grey, the 
sides of the head almost white, and are paler on the under- 
parts generally. I propose to call the extreme castern form 
Pyrrhula cineracea pallida, as it differs quite as much from 
its more western ally as P. kurilensis does from P. orientalis. 
In the same way I propose to rednee P. kamtschatica to the 
rank of a subspecies, and to call it P. vulgaris kamtschatica ; 
it differs from the typical form in being somewhat paler in 
colour, and in having more white on the wing-bar. 

The Black-headed Bullfinches vary very much, probably 
because they are only gipsy migrants and have wide ranges. 
P. vulgaris in some form or other ranges from the Atlantic 
to the Pacific, from the British Islands to Kamtschatka. In 
the west it reigns supreme, except that the colony on the 
Azores is recognized by all ornithologists as an independent 
nation claiming full specific rank as P. murina. In the 
east it has two rivals to contend with, P. orientalis and 
P. cineracea. The former has a very restricted range, the 
three forms into which it is subdivided being almost confined 
to the Japanese Islands, the Kurile Islands, and the Island 
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of Askold, opposite Vladivostok. To the mainland it is 
doubtful whether it be more than an occasional visitor. 
Dybowski obtained a single example in the upper valley of 
the Ussuri (Journ. f. Orn. 1876, p. 200), and the Abbé David 
says (Ois. de la Chine, p. 349) that during the whole of his 
residence in Pekin he only saw three or four examples. 
Middendorff unquestionably obtained one example of P. 
orientalis rosacea on the island of Udskoi in the most 
westerly bay of the Sea of Okhotsk; but that it was paired 
with a female of P. vulgaris major, as he states, is very 
questionable. Schrenck found both species (P. rosacea and 
P. major) in the lower valley of the Amoor ; but Radde failed 
to find either P. rosacea or its subspecifie ally P. orientalis, 
so that we may safely assume it to be rare in that locality. 
It is remarkable that whilst P. vulgaris is found as far south 
as Asia Minor on the west, its eastern form has not occurred 
further south than lat. 48° in the Ussuri valley. In this 
valley all three species occur. I have an example of P. 
cineracea pallida (the type) from lat. 48° in the Ussuri 
valley, and one of P. orientalis was obtained by Dybowski 
(as already mentioned) in lat. 43°. 

P. cineracea (either in the paler or darker form) has a 
wide range. Severtzow obtained it at Vernoe (he gave me a 
female from that locality) in long. 67° in Russian Turkestan, 
and my Ussuri example was collected in long. 135°. Prje- 
valski did not find any Blaeck-headed Bullfinch in Mongolia ; 
but Severtzow gave me a skin of P. cineracea from the 
Mongolian slopes of the Altai Mountains, though Tancré’s 
collectors failed to find it there. It belongs to the pale 
form, though it is somewhat intermediate. 

This geographical distribution of Pyrrhula presents one or 
two very interesting features. The genus consists of eight 
good species, four of which are confined to the Himalayan 
range from Gilgit and Cashmir to Sikkim and the mountains 
of Eastern Thibet, and are distinguished by not having black 
heads. The subspecies are climatic forms, and present in 
nearly every case the usual variation produced by the heavy 
rainfall of Western Europe and the bright cold climate of 
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Siberia, the extreme of which is reached as usual in Kamts- 
chatka. The one exception to these rules of variation is 
that P. orientalis of the southern islands of Japan, which 
are almost tropical, is a greyer, whiter bird than P. orientalis 
rosacea of the north island of Japan and the opposite 
coast, which are almost arctic. There can be little doubt 
that P. orientalis was originally isolated and differentiated 
in Japan; but it seems highly probable that the north island 
was subsequently invaded by a‘large colony of P. major 
before diffcrentiation had proceeded far enough to make fertile 
interbreeding impossible. If we regard P. rosacea as the 
result of an ancient cross between the ancestors of P. major 
and P. orientalis, all difficulties as to the peculiarities of its 
coloration will disappear. 


X.—Notices of Recent Ornithological Publications. 


1. Beckham on the Ruby-crowned Kinglet. 


[Remarks upon the Plumage of Regulus calendula. By Charles Wick- 
liffe Beckham. Proc. U.S. Nat. Mus. viii. pp. 625-628. ] 

The author reviews the conflicting statements of various 
writers respecting the asserted presence of the brightly 
coloured crown-patch in females and young autumnal birds. 
He concludes that the female does not have this brightly 
coloured crown, but that some, and perhaps a majority, of 
the young autumnal males exhibit this ornament. 


2. Berlepsch on the Literature of the Trochilide. 


[Kritische Bemerkungen zur Colibri-Literatur. Von Hans von Ber~- 
lepsch. JF estschr. d. Ver. f. Naturkunde zu Cassel, 1886.] 

In this unpretending essay, which must have cost the 
author much time and trouble, will be found an excellent 
account of the whole literature of the Trochilide from their 
first discovery (1535-47) to the present time. The full titles 
of the numerous works referred to are carefully given in 
footnotes. Graf v. Berlepsch considers that 450 well-definable 


